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PER CURI AM

Ramat u Ndomi h Ngah, a native and citizen of Caneroon
petitions for review of a final order issued by the Board of
| mm gration Appeals (Board), affirm ng the I mm gration Judge’s (1J)
deni al of her application for asylum w thholding of renoval, and
protection under the Convention Against Torture.’

Ngah chal l enges the I J’s determ nation that she failed to
establish eligibility for asylum To obtain reversal of a
determ nation denying eligibility for relief, an alien nust show
that “the evidence presented was so conpelling that no reasonabl e
factfinder could fail to find the requisite fear of persecution.”

Rusu v. INS, 296 F.3d 316, 325 n.14 (4th Cr. 2002) (quoting

Huaman- Cornelio v. Bd. of Inmmgration Appeals, 979 F.2d 995, 999

(4th Gr. 1992) (internal quotation marks omtted)). W have
reviewed the record and conclude that Ngah fails to denonstrate
that the evidence conpels a contrary result. Accordingly, we
cannot grant the relief that Ngah seeks.

In addition, we conclude that Ngah’s claim that the

Board’s summary affirmance of the 1J's decision violated her due

"The immgration judge also found Ngah's application to be
frivolous. This aspect of the decision was overrul ed by the Board,
and Ngah does not challenge this issue on appeal. See United
States v. Al -Handi, 356 F.3d 564, 571 n.8 (4th Cr. 2004) (stating
that issue not raised on appeal is waived); Edwards v. City of
&ol dsboro, 178 F.3d 231, 241 n.6 (4th Cr. 1999) (sane). Ngah's
appeal is therefore limted to the denial of her application for
asylum wi thhol ding of renpval and protection under the CAT, in
addition to her due process claim
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process rights is forecl osed by our decision in Blanco de Bel bruno

v. Ashcroft, 362 F.3d 272 (4th G r. 2004). |In Blanco de Bel bruno,

we held that “the BIA's stream i ning regul ations do not violate an
alien's rights to due process of |aw under the Fifth Amendnent.”
Id. at 282-83.

Accordingly, we deny the petition for review W
di spense with oral argunment because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the materials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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